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1. On March 30, 1992, Lawrence N. Brandt ("Brandt 11) filed a

Supplement to its Petition to Modify and Enlarge Issues. 1

Notwithstanding Brandt's supplement, the Mass Media Bureau

opposes addition of the requested issue, and we submit the

following comments.

2. Brandt seeks to supplement his earlier request for the

addition of an issue to determine whether Normandy Broadcasting

Corp. (IINormandyll), licensee of Stations WYLR (FM) and WWSC (AM) ,

engaged in misrepresentation when it certified in its WYLR (FM)

1 The Petition to Modify and Enlarge Issues was filed on
February 24, 1992. The request for a misrepresentation issue
contained therein was opposed by the Bureau in Comments filed on
March 19, 1992.



renewal application to its compliance with § 73.3526 of the

Commission's Rules. Specifically, Brandt alleges that, contrary

to Normandy's certification, for six calendar quarters Normandy

placed no information in its public file pertaining to issue

oriented programming broadcast over WYLR (FM) , and during one

quarter it placed no list in the public file at all.

3. In its originally filed Motion, Brandt provided copies

of Normandy's programs/issues lists from 1987 through the first

quarter of 1990. In its Supplement, Brandt provides a

declaration of Sherrae J. Frasier, who states that she obtained

the programs/issues lists from Normandy's offices in Glens

Falls, New York, on June, 22, 1990. Frasier further states that

she requested, and believes she received, all of the lists that

were on file during the period in question. Brandt also submits

a declaration of Normandy's President, Christopher Lynch, who,

according to Brandt, does not dispute the claim that the lists

obtained by Frasier constituted all the lists in existence during

the period in question2 .

4. The Bureau has learned that, contrary to Brandt's

assertions, Normandy did not certify in its renewal application

that it had complied with § 73.3526 of the Commission's Rules.

On the contrary, Normandy indicated otherwise, and provided an

2 It is unclear whether Brandt's interpretation of Lynch's
declaration is accurate. In his declaration, Lynch appears to
suggest, at , 2, that the lists obtained by Frasier constituted
only "some" of the lists maintained by Normandy.

2



explanation at Exhibit 4. See attached copies of the pertinent

portion of Normandy's renewal application. Thus, the premise for

Brandt's requested misrepresentation issue, i.e., that Normandy

lied in its renewal application, is incorrect. Whatever

derelictions may have existed with respect to Normandy's public

file, Normandy was candid in its statement to the Commission

about the subject. Accordingly, a misrepresentation issue is not

warranted.

5. Based on the foregoing, the Bureau opposes the requested

addition of a misrepresentation issue against Normandy.

Respectfully submitted,
Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau
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Attorneys
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Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Suite 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554
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r(Ie .
Presldent and General Manager

~e

Christopher P. L nch

{aI":ERTFICATION: I certify thllt the statement. In thl. application ... tru.,
• ,1I.f. anc! we INlde In good faith.

WILLFUl FALSE STATEMfNTS MADE ~ THIS fORM ARE PLNISHABlE BY fN: A1'l) IMPR1SCJ'.lM€NT. U.S. trof. TITLE 18. SECfICN 1001.


